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October 16,2003 

Commbdoner Kathleen Q A b m t h y  
Federal Communications Commindon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Wanhington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen A b m t h y ,  

I am Writing to voice my oppodtion to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcart fin@ technology for Utnl telcviriOn. As a connrmer, 
citizen, and engineer, I feel Shongly that mch a policy would be bad for h v n t i o ~  c o m m a  +to. and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive mark& for c o w e r  electronics muet be rooted in manufhctumd nbiliq to h v n t e  for duir cuotomm. AUowkrg 

create. 'I% will result in productn that donr necessarily reflect what coxuumm Uke me actually wnnt, and it could r e d t  in me being 
charged more money for inferor functiodity 

mode S~U&OS to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the ltudior to tell bh&gut# ' whntnewpzoductrtheycan 

It WBS just over 20 yean 880 that these lame movie l tud ios  were lob- q p r a v e l y  n&ut the VCR, n device they rpid ww "to the 
hexican  film producer and the hexican  public m the Borton hungla h to the woman home alone." lhey could have hardly been 
more wrong then, arrd they are equaUy misguided now. 

If the FCC h u e s  a broadcmt flag mandate, I would actunlly be lesr likely to make nu mveaiment 
equipment I will not pay more for device0 that limit my ri&b at the behert of Hollywood. *e do not mandate brondcarrt flng 
technology for Wtnl televiaion Thank you for your time. 

DlV-capable recuvm and other 

Sincerely, 

Mike Demm 
9 Knapp Street 
Apt 301 
Boston, MA 021 11 
USA 
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October 16,2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q Abunnthy 
Federal Communicatiom Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Wa~hington, D.C 20554 

Dear Kathleen A b m t h y ,  

I am Writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of “broadcart fh# technology for cl@nl t e l e  AB a consumer 
end citizen, I feel strongly that mch a policy would be bad for innovation, commer rightm, and the ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robuet, competitive market for coneumer electronics muet be rooted in mnnufactwd nWty to innovate for thdr curtomem. Allowing 
movie studios to veto features of DTv-reception equipment will enable the rtudioi to tell technologimb what new produd they can 
create M will result in products that don‘t neceasndy reflect what coneumern lite me nctnnlly want and it could r e d  in me being 
charged more money for inferor h c t i o d i y .  

If  the FCC issues E broadcart flag mandate, I would actually be leri likely to make an inve8tmmt 
equipment. I will not pay more for devices h i t  limit my rightm et the behent of Hollywood. h e  do not mandate brondcnrt flng 
technology for digital televieion. Thank: you for your time. 

DTV-capable recavm and otha 

Sincerely, 

Steven Chew 
135 Woodland Dr 
Mount Lebanon, PA 15228 
USA 



Donald P. Ziliotto 
404 Ashley Ave 
Brielle, NJ 08742 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Communications Commission 

Washington, D.C. 20554 
445 12thstreet,Nw 

Dear Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy: 

As a broadcast television viewer and consumer of electronics and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am outraged that the FCC 
would consider a regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The broadcast flag is neither in my interest nor the public's interest. It will prevent me fiom watchmg digital 
broadcast television in the ways I currently enjoy analog broadcast television-for example, it will restrict my 
ability to move the video I have recorded for personal viewing ern room-to-room and placeto-place. 

The broadcast flag will also lock out my computer as a way to watch my favorite shows using my choice of 
software on a plane or t ra in or to send a television clip of a high school fmtbd game to family and fiends. 

Furthermore, if computers cannot fi-eely receive digital television, how can I expect creative developers to 
discover new devices that enable m e  to use content in exciting ways I haven't even thought of? I value 
innovative devices like TiVo, ReplayTV and the Windows Media Center PC, which exist today because they 
were built to open standards using inexpensive, off-the-shelf computer parts. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital television equipment? A prettier 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and viewer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital television 
transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Donald P. Ziliotto 

1 
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October 16, 2003 

Commssioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Communicahons Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washmgton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I a m  writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital 
television. As a consumer and cihzen, I feel strongly that such a pohcywould be bad for innovation, consumer 
nghts, and the ultimate adophon of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. Allonring movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment wdl enable the studios to 
tell technologsts what new products they can create. ' I h s  wll result in products that don't necessdy reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result KI me being charged more money for mfedor 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likdy to makc an investment in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for demces that limit my n&ts at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thnnk you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Chris Thomas 
734 Regent Road 
Cinannab, OH 45245 
USA 
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October 16s 2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "brordast flag' technology fer d lgb l  televblon. As a 
consumer and cltlren, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innmmtbn, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
edoptlon of DTV 

A robust, competltlve market for consumer electronlcs mue be rooted In mrnutreturenl ablllty ta lnnavlte for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DTV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the mdbs to tell technologlrts 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't neeesmrlly Mlect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and lt could result In me belng charged more money for lnferlor functlonallty. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely tu make an Investment In DTV-capable receivers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlglhl televlslon Thank you for your time 

Slncerely, 

Scott Aldlnger 
120 Patton Ave 
Plne Beach, NJ 08741 
USA 
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October 16,2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrttlng to volce my opposklon to any FCCmandated adoptlon d "broadcast flag" technology tar dlghl  televlslon. As a 
consumer and cttlren, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad tar Innovatlan, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoption of D N .  

A robust, competttlve market for consumer electronla must be rooted In manutreturen' ablltty to Inn- tar their 
customers. Allowing movle studlas to veta features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlas to tell technologists 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necesmrlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for lntcrbr functbnrlky. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recetven 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devices that llmtt my rlghb at the behee d Hollywood. Please do n d  mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlglhl televhlon Thank you tar your time. 

Slneerely, 

Michael Wlttle 
1725 U St NW 
Washlngton, DC 20009 
USA 
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Thursday, October 16 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSlMl LE 

Dear Commissioner Abernathy, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to  vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of  switching to  and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition w i l l  be far more palatable to  me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resdution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and i t s  allies to hinder the 
transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I 
can record TV t o  watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip 
of my child's football game to  a distant relative; or record a TV proqram onto a DVD and play it at  my 
friends apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to  remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, 
and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture i s  hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and 
computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to  promote the digital 
transition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Lyman Epp 
1720 Lynnwood Rd 
Elkhorn, NE 68022 
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Thursday, October 16 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Abernathy, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to  and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new highresolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to  hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

I n  addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record TV to  watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a lV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

I f  the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the d y b l  transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Larry Surber 
3400 Stockwell St. 
Lincoln, NE 68506 
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Thursday, October 16 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Com missioner Abernathy, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to  and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to  me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new highresolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to  hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

I n  addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to  remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to  buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Cecil Lee 
36100 toulouse s t  
Newark, CA 94560 
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October 16, 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington. D C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television. As a consuner and citizen, I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want. and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincere1 y 

Richard Petrow 
6645 E Trigo Road 
Sebastopol; CA 93117 
USA 
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October 16, 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like Be actually want, and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTB-capable receivers and other equipnent. I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely. 

Taper Wickel 
1151 N 1st St 
Springfield, OR 97477 
US A 
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Thursday, October 16 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Abernathy, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned that 
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friends 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Forrest Chamberlain 
14 Vale Dr. 
South Burlington, VT 05403 
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Thursday, October 16 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Abernathy, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag.'' I am gravety concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to  and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to  me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to  hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

I n  addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dlspense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Clark Wray 
4901 W93rd Ave #924 
Westminster, CO 80031 
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Thursday, October 16 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
445 12th Street, N W  
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Abernathy, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely 
concerned that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and 
buying digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer 
if switching doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution 
displays, and finding room for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the 
MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that 
are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content - I can modify, create, and 
participate. I can record TV to watch later, clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home 
movie; send an email clip of my child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program 
onto a DVD and play it at my friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this 
control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, 
flexible, and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital 
equipment? A prettier TV picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current 
consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I 
urge you to promote the digital transition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Adam Kowalski 
2801 Wwtzel 
Freeland, MI 48623 
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Thursday, October 16 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Abernathy, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to  vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely 
concerned that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the  way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to  
and buying digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable t o  me as a 
consumer if switching doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high- 
resolution displays, and finding room for yet another device in my living room. Please do not 
allow the MPAA and its allies to  hinder the transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV 
devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

I n  addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With 
today's technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, 
and participate. I can record TV to  watch later; clip a small piece of W and splice it into a 
home movie; send an email clip of m y  child's football game to  a distant relative; or record a 
TV  program onto a DVD and play it a t  my friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems 
designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

I f  the move t o  digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more 
enjoyable, flexible, and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new 
digital equipment? A prettier W picture is hardly enough reason for me t o  dispense with a l l  m y  
current consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of 
broadcast television, I urge you t o  promote the dlgltal transltlon by opposlng the broadcast 
flag. 

Sincerely, 

Luke Proctor 
4601 East Berry Road 
Pleasant Lake, M I  49272 



2003-10-16 22:33:32 (GMT) 16506181679 From: 

Thursday, October 16 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Abernathy, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely 
concerned that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and 
buying digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer 
if switching doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution 
displays, and finding room for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the 
MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that 
are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content - I can modi@, create, and 
participate. I can record TV to watch later, clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home 
movie; send an email clip of my child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program 
onto a DVD and play it at my friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to mmove this 
control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, 
flexible, and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital 
equipment? A prettier TV picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current 
consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I 
urge you to promote the digital transition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Since rely, 

Tuan Huynh 
1315 S Monroe 
Tacoma, WA 98405 
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Thursday, October 16 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Abernathy, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely 
concerned that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television: 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and 
buying digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer 
if switching doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution 
displays, and finding room for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the 
MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that 
are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content - I can mod@, create, and 
participate. I can record TV to watch later, clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home 
movie; send an email clip of my child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program 
onto a DVD and play it at my friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this 
control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, 
flexible, and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital 
equipment? A prettier TV picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current 
consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I 
urge you to promote the digital transition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Julia Opipari 
4231 Berkshire Drive 
Sterling Heights, MI 48314 
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Thursday, October 16 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Abernathy, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to  vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of  switching to  and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition wil l  be far more palatable to  me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new hlgh-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device i n  my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and i t s  allies to  hinder the 
transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I 
can record TV t o  watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip 
of my child's football game to  a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my 
friends apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to  remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move to  digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, 
and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier lV 
picture i s  hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and 
computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to  promote the digital 
transition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Gordon Randall 
1305 E Denny Way Apt 305 
Seattle, WA 981 22 
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Thursday, October 16 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Abernathy, 

Rs a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned that 
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAAand its allies to hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seem designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely. 

Tom F. Noble 
10662 FM 1097 Rd W 
Willis, TX 77318 
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Thursday, October 16 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Abernathy, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely 
Concerned that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and 
buying digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer 
if switching doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution 
displays, and finding room for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the 
MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that 
are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content - I can modi@, create, and 
participate. I can record TV to watch later, clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home 
movie; send an email clip of my child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program 
onto a DVD and play it at my friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this 
control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, 
flexible, and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital 
equipment? A prettier TV picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current 
consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I 
urge you to promote the digital transition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Pauli Alin 
richmond lane 3400 c 
Blacksburg, VA 24060 



Christopher Lyndon Crowson 
1712 Woodward 
Apartment 215 
Austin Texas 78741 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abemathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12thstreet,Nw 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abemathy: 

I see the issue of broadcast flags as yet another in a long line of attempts to control the h e  flow of 
information Only through the availability of information are we able to make i&ormed choices. By regulation 
of information one institutes a form of control. Thus I feel it is m y  duty to stand against this method of control 
which I would not inflict on anyone. Broadcast flags were not conceived by the geueral public as a means to 
help gain information, but by a vested interest to limit the actions of the public to do what they will with 
information fieely offered to them. 

Sincerely, 

Christopher Lyndon Crowson 

1 
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October 16, 2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCCmandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology fer d lgk l  televlslon. As a 
consumer and cltlren, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innavrtkn, consumer rights, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV. 

A robust, competltlve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manuheturen' ablltty to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DTV-reeeptlon equlpment wlll enable the studios to tell technologlrts 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't neaamrlly reflect what cansumen I l k  me 
actually want, and lt could result In me belng charged more money fer Inferior functlonallty. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to makb an Investment In DN-capable receiver0 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more fer devices that llmk my rlghts at the behest d Hollpmd. Please do net mandate 
broadcast flag technology ?or dlgthl televlslon Thank you ?or your time 

Slncerel y, 

Matthew Hanson 
94 Valley Hlll Rd 
Rlverdale, GA 30274 
USA 
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October 16,2003 

Comminmoner Kathleen Q Abemathy 
Federal Communications Commi~mian 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am Writing to voice my oppotition to any FCC-mandated adoption of “broadcart 
and citizen, I feel rrtrongly that mch a policy would be bad for innovetion. canauma rights, and the ulhntc adoption of DTV. 

for d@d tdwhion . M a ccm6uma 

A r o h f  competitive market for connuma electronic# muat be rooted in manufactum‘ ability to krnovau for their curtomem. a w i n g  
movie mdioe to veto feature6 of DN-reception equipment will ennble the rtudiaa to tell 
create. Thie will result in produ& that don‘t n e c e ~ ~ n d y  reflect what canaumem like me nctdly wung and it could mult m me being 
charged more money for inferior functionality. 

what new pducts they can 

If the FCC ~ S W S  E broadcart flag mandnte, I would aduntly be len likely to make na mv-ent m DTV-cnpnhle d v e r a  and 0th 
equipment. I will not pay more for devicer that limit my ighb at the behcrt of Hollywood. Pleue do not mandate brondcamt npB 
technoloeJr for digital television Thanlc you for your t h e .  

sincerely, 

Kip Manley 
1619 SE 48 
Portland, OR 972 15 
USA 
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October 16, 2003 

Commssioner Kathleen Q. Abemathy 
Federal Communicadons Comrmssion 
445 12th Street, N W  
Washgton,  D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abemathy, 

I a m  wntmg to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for dtgital 
television. As a consumer and ut~ten, I feel strongly that such a pohcy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
nghts, and the ultimate adophon of DTV. 

A robust, compedidve market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their  customer^. AUowmg movie studtos to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to 
tell technologsts what new products they can create. f i s  d result in products that don't necessnnly reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for mferior 
funchonality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable 
receivers and other eqwpment. I wdl not pay more for devices that limit my n&ts at the behest of Hollyrvood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for & g d  television. Thank you for your tune. 

Sincerely, 

Damd Meek 
1407 Bernvd St. #169 
Denton, Tx 76201 
USA 
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October 16, 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
4 4 5  12th Street, NW 
Washington, D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equiprent. I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time 

Sincerely, 

Peter Lawrence 
120 Ralph McGill Blvd 
Apt 1108 
Atlanta, GA 30308 
USA 


